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PRESIDIO TRUST MANAGEMENT PLAN (PTMP): 

LAND USE POLICIES FOR AREA B OF THE PRESIDIO OF SAN FRANCISCO 

FINAL ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT 

San Francisco, California 



The Presidio Trust Management Plan (PTMP) Final Environmental 
Impact Statement (EIS) is comprised of tliree volumes, each bound 
under separate cover; tiie EIS (Volume I), Responses to Connnents 
(Volume II), and the Appendices (Volume III). This is Volume III 
(see below for contents of all three volumes). The Presidio Trust is 
the Lead Agency and project proponent. This Final EIS and corresponding 
Final Plan (PTMP) represent the culmination of a two-year public planning 
and environmental leview process. 

This Final EIS describes and analyzes alternatives to update tlie General 
Management Plan Amendment (GMPA) adopted in 1994 by the National Park 
Service (NPS) for the area of the Presidio of San Francisco now under the 
jurisdiction of the Presidio Trust (Area B), The proposed action (Final Plan) 
and five additional alternatives have been assessed along with a variant of the 
Final Plan Alternative developed in response to public connnent on the Draft 
Plan and Draft EIS. 

Under the 1996 Tiiist Act, as amended, Congress created the Trust to preserve 
and enhance the cultural, natural, scenic, and recreational resources of the 
Piesidio for public use while ensuring that the park becomes financially self- 
sufficient with respect to both annual operations and long-term needs. Each 
of the alternatives presented in this EIS achieves this differently and lias a 



diffeient emphasis. Principal differences include the proposed total building 
square footage, the proposed amount of non-residential and residential uses, 
the amount of open space and the method of delivery of public programs. The 
maximum overall square footage of 5,960,000 allowed under the Tnist Act 
would not be exceeded under any alternative. 

Major impact topics assessed in this EIS include historic resources, cultural 
landscape, archaeology, biological resources, water resources, visual 
resources, air quality, noise, land use, socioeconomic issues, visitoi' 
experience, recreation, public safet)', transportation, water supply, utilities, 
and Trust operations. Mitigation measures are mcluded to reduce impacts 
identified in many of these topic areas. 

No decision on the Final Plan will be made or recorded until at least 30 days 
after the publication of notice by the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency 
(EPA) in the Federal Register that this Final EIS has been filed with the EPA. 
For further information about this document or the NEPA process, please 
contact the Trust in writing at 34 Graham Street, San Francisco, CA 94129 or 
by telephone at 415/561-5300. Copiesof all three volumes of the Final EIS 
and the Final Plan are available at the Trust Libraiy (34 Graham Street), on 
the Trust website at www.presidiotrust.gov and in local libraries. 
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1* INTRODUCTION 

This is Volume III of the Final Eiivironmenlai Impact Statement 
(Final EIS) regarding tlie proposed management plan for areas of 
llie Presidio of San Francisco (Presidio) under Presidio Trust 
(Tnisl) jurisdiction. Tiie Final EIS supplements the Final General 
Management Plan Amendment Environmental Impact Statement (GMPA EIS) 
adopted in 1994 by the National Park Service (NPS) for the Presidio. The 
Final EIS is prepared in compliance with the National Environmental Policy 
Act (NEPA), the Council on Environmental Quality's (CEQ) implementing 
regulations at 40 CFR Parts 1 500-1508, and the Trust's own supplemental 
implementing regulations in 36 CFR Part 1010. Volume I is the EIS text. 
Volume II contains a summary of the public and agency comments received 
on the Draft EIS, along with written responses to those comments. Volume III 
contains technical appendices related to and supplementing the Final EIS 
analyses in Volume 1, 

The Draft Presidio Trust Implementation Plan (Drafl Plan or PTIP) and Draft 
EIS were circulated for public and agency review from July 25, 2001 to 
October 25, 2001, a period of 90 days. During this period, the Trust received 
over 3,000 comment letters, as well as oral comments provided at two public 
hearings, and at a public meeting of the Golden Gale National Recreation 
Area (GGNRA) Citizens' Advisory Connnission. Original comment letters 
and transcripts are available for review at the Presidio Tiiist library, 34 
Graham Street, in the Presidio. 

The Trust carefully considered public connnents, and made modifications to 
the text of the Drafl Plan and Draft EIS as a result of those comments. 
Modifications included re-naming and revising elements of the Draft Plan, 
inclusion of a variant of that plan in the Final EIS and other modest 
adjustments to the text and analysis of the Final EIS. These changes are 
sunnnarized in this introduction and explained finlher within the responses to 
comments included in Volume II of the Final EIS. 

Following distribution of the Final EIS, and following the 30-day "no action" 
period required under NEPA, the Trust Board of Directors will consider 
adoption of a final plan. The Board's action could include, but is not limited 
to, adoption of the preferred allernalive (the Final Plan), rejection of all 
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alternatives, and/or partial or conditional approval of a particular alternative. 
The Board's action, through a Record of Decision, will describe the scope and 
basis of the decision, the mitigations or conditions upon which it is contingent, 
and how the Final EIS will be used in subsequent decision making. 

What follows is a summary of changes to the Plan itself (Section l.l), 
followed by a sunnnary of changes made in the Final EIS in response to 
public and agency comments on the Draft EIS (Section 1.2). 



1.1 



CHANGES TO THE PLAN 



In response to public input, the Trust's preferred plan (Final Plan or Plan) has 
been renamed and reorganized. Now titled The Presidio Tnist Management 
Plan: Land Use Policies for Area B of the Presidio of San Francisco, the 
revised document more clearly articulates its intended role as a general 
planning or policy framework thai will be used to guide future, more specific 
planning and implementation decisions. Two salient facts must be borne in 
mind in reviewing and evahiating the Final Plan; (1) if will reduce 
development - shown as the square footage of buildings - to significantly less 
than the status quo; and (2) it will increase open space to substantially more 
than the status quo. Thus, the Final Plan removes development rather than 
fostering it. Changes in the Final Plan are summarized below. 

1,1,1 VISION AND PLAN ORGANIZATION 

The Final Plan document has been reorganized and many sections rewritten to 
provide greater clarity. Preservation of the Presidio's cultural, natiual, scenic 
and recreational resources for public use is articulated clearly as the 
cornerstone of the Plan, and therefore its "vision." The preface, vision 
statement, summary, and introduction section of the Draft Plan have been 
combined and shortened into the "Overview" of the Final Plan, 

Planning principles presented in Chapter 2 of the Drafi Plan Iiave been 
retained in what is now Chapter One of the Final Plan, or included within the 
land use, lransj)ortation, and infrastructure discussions in Chapter Two. The 
discussion of park programs originally presented in Chapter 3 of the Draft 
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1.1.4 BUILT SPACE AND NEW CONSTRUCTION 

The Final Plan's square footage reduclion goal has been revised to be a 
coniinitnient to reduce existing built space from 5.96 million square feet to 5.6 
million square feel or less over time. The role of new construction was also 
clarified in the Final Plan to state tliat non-residential construction would be 
primarily used to facilitate the effective rehabilitation and reuse of historic 
buildings, with limited additional replacement construction to be used to meet 
other Plan goals. 

1.1.5 CULTURAL AND EDUCATIONAL PROGRAMS 

The Trust's commitment to high quality programming for park visitors 
remains in place, and is articulated in Chapter One of the Final Plan. Chapter 
Two of the Final Plan breaks out tlie discussion of cultural programs from 
educational uses to provide greater specifics than were available in the Draft 
Plan regarding the use of building space for public uses. Clarification is also 
provided regarding the delivery of programs. The Plan's goal is to facilitate 
delivery of high quality programs by the NPS, the Tiiist, tenants, and other 
partners with expertise in program delivery. In response to comments, the 
Draft Plan's assumption of SIO million annually to park programming has 
been reduced to a more modest goal ($2 million, increasing to S5 million over 
time), and the related goal of attracting ftmding for programs from 
philanthropic and other outside sources is clearly articulated. 

1. 1. 6 FUTURE PLANNING AND DECISION MAKING 

In response to general confusion expressed in comments regarding the role of 
additional planning and public input in future Tnist decisions, the Final Plan 
clarifies these issues. Chapter Four of the Final Plan summarizes previous 
and ongoing implementation actions, and provides specific examples 
regarding the near-term planning and implementation activities that the Trust 
expects to undertake once the Final Plan is adopted. Because implementation 
activities that will be undertaken many years from now cannot be described in 
any detail, a generalized implementation timeline is provided, along with a 
discussion of overall priorities and strategy. 
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Before many future implementation activities are undertaken, they will often 
involve additional planning, environmental analysis, and public input. The 
nature of additional process is identified for specific classes of activities. For 
example, the Final Plan specifies that all new construction- beyond minor 
building additions - will require public input and agency consultation 
pursuant to NEPA and the NHPA, and summarizes what that will involve. 



1.2 



CHANGES TO THE EIS 



In response to public comment and changes made to the Final Plan, the Final 
EIS was also revised as summarized below. 

1.2.1 ALTERNATIVES 

The Final Plan alternative has been modified to reflect changes from the Draft 
Plan, including the reallocation of some potential new building square footage 
from Crissy Field (Area B) to the Letterman district, and the re-designation of 
certain areas for restoration as native plant comnuinities in the South Hills 
district. Land use assumptions have also been revised to reflect the potential 
location of infrastructure (e.g., a recycled water plant) in the Letterman 
district, and the potential location of Golden Gate Bridge maintenance 
facilities in the Fort Scott district. 

At the request of commentors who suggested that a variety of new alternatives 
be analyzed, the resi)onses to comments clarify the spectrum of alternatives 
captured within the range included in the Draft EIS, and the Final EIS 
incorporates a variant to the Final Plan Alternative. Designed to be as 
consistent as possible with a detailed Sierra Club proposal, the Final Plan 
Variant is more aggressive than the Final Plan Alternative with respect to 
building demolition, emphasizes the replacement of removed housing units 
within existing buildings, and provides for no new constmction (i.e., none of 
the removed building space can be replaced). 

A few land use assumptions associated with the No Action Alternative 
(GMPA 2000) have been corrected to reflect cultural/educational rather than 
office use of about 220,000 square feet in the Main Post planning district, 
reflecting the 1994 GMPA's identification of the Montgomery' Street Barracks 
as the location of these kinds of uses. 
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The land use assumptions tables in the financial analysis have also beeti 
clarified. One table now summarizes land use assumptions for eacli planning 
disliicl in eveiy alternative. These assumptions are also presented in the 
environmental consequences (land use) section of the EIS, and form the basis 
of all EIS impact analyses. Another table summarizes the amount of potential 
new constmction assumed in each planning district in each alternative. The 
data for the Final Plan Alternative are consistent with quantitative limits set 
forth in the Plan document, and represents the maximum potential rather than 
proposed amount of new construction. Finally, the table summarizing the 
residential program for all alternatives has been revised to clarify assumptions 
regarding the number of units removed (whether through demolition or 
conversion) and the number replaced (whether within existing buildings or 
new construction). The housing goals in the Final Plan fall within the 
assumptions previously embedded in the Draft EIS analysis and carried 
forward in the Final EIS. 
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Presidio Trust hdauagement Plan - Planning Principles and District Guidelines 
PRESIDIO TRUST MANAGEMENT PLAN - PLANNING PRINCIPLES 



1. Protect the liistoric cliaracter and integrity of the National Historic 
Landmark District while allowing changes that will maintain the site's 
vitality. Rehabihtate historic buildings compatibly for adaptive and 
feasible uses. Protect the Presidio's cultural landscape. 

2. Evaluate for possible demolition or replacement structm'es that may not 
be cost-effectively rehabilitated or reused. Limit any replacement 
consliiiction to areas of existing development. Ensure that the design 
and location of replacement constmction are in keeping with (he 
character and integrity of the National Historic Landmark District. 

3. Rehabilitate the historic planted forest, and preserve, enhance, and 
manage other forested areas that provide values such as windbreaks, 
vistas, screeiiing, and wildlife habitat. 

4. Protect archeological resources for fiitiire research and interpretation. 

5. Preserve significant Presidio collections and existing significant objects 
in the landscape. 

6. Identify, protect, enhance, restore, and expand the Presidio's ecosystems. 
Protect, establish, and manage areas of native vegetation. 

7. Identify, monitor, and protect sensitive wildlife species, and restore and 
maintain their habitats. 

8. Rehabilitate and enhance natural water resources. IVIanage on-site water 
resources to protect ground and surface water, natural wetland and 
riparian habitat, and water supplies for the Presidio community. Protect 
important native geologic and soil components. 

9. Increase open space areas to enhance the park and improve the 
Presidio's nahnal, scenic, and recreational qualities. Enhance the 
Presidio's spectacular views and vistas. Maintain the Presidio's 
ecological value, and the intrinsic values to the human senses and human 
health offered by its air quality, light, sound, and aromas, 



10. Provide for safe and enjoyable recreational use of the Presidio. Improve 
larger open spaces for outdoor activities and play. Enhance existing 
recreation facilities, add play opportunities, and complement outdoor 
areas. Ensure a seamless network of trails and bikeways through the 
Presidio. 

1 1 . Collaborate with the National Park Service and other organizations to 
interpret the stories of the Presidio, contributing to the preservation of 
the park by deepening the public's understanding of the park's resources 
and history. 

12. Build |)ublic commitment to preserving the Presidio's natural, historic, 
cultural, scenic, and recreational resources by developing hands-on 
educational opportunities for visitors and volunteers. 

13. By providing appropriate park programs and increasing public access, 
create the conditions for a diverse and thriving community of residents, 
tenants, and organizations who contribute to the park in different ways. 

14. Peipeluate Presidio traditions and encourage visitors to participate in 
events and ceremonies. Provide settings for the arts and for historical and 
cultural programs. 

15. Provide visitor orientation and consistent signage, and make access as 
universal as possible. 

DISTRICT GUIDELINES 
MAIN POST 

Guideline for Spatial Orgaitizatiou and Land Patterns 

• Maintain the Main Post as the "heart of the Presidio" through 

rehabilitation, reuse, and inteipretation of historic buildings, open spaces, 
and archeological resources. Consider selective placement of compatibly- 
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CRISSY FIELD 

Guideline for Spatial Organizafion and Land Patterns 



Presidio Trust ManageineiK Plan - Phwiiug Principles and District Guidelines 

• Preserve Mason Street as an open streetscape with expansive views. 
Retain tlie "open" setting and feel of Crissy Field; limit tlie introduction 
of vast, new landscape plantings. 



• Preserve the historic line of buildings along Mason Street at the east and 
west ends. Reinforce the context of the historic airfield. Reinforce the 
southern Mason Street edge, in areas set apart from the historic clusters, 
through modifications or replacement of existing non-historic buildings 
or other site improvements. Protect and restore remnant natmal systems 
(including coastal bluffs) to the greatest extent possible. 

Guidelines for Buildings and Structures 

• Rehabilitate historic building clusters and their landscapes to re-activate 
the Mason Street edge along the historic airfield. 

• Ensure that new buildings or building additions are compatible with 
adjacent historic buildings in scale, massing, and materials, and (hat their 
design integrates the historic relationship of indoor and outdoor spaces. 

• Site any new buildings or building additions in a manner that respects 
historic Mason Street and other aspects of the historic context. 

• Protect steep bluff slopes. Preserve views to and from the bluffs and Main 
Post by keeping the height of any new buildings or building additions 
below the bluff profile (30 to 45 feet). 

• In the siting of new buildings and site improvements, consider and assess 
effects on both known and as-yet unknown archeological sites at Crissy 
Field (Area B). 

Guidelines for Open Space/Vegetation/Views 

• Create safe and inviting open space connections between Crissy Field 
(Area B) and other parts of the park (i.e., Main Post, Lettennan, and Fort 

Scott). 



• Explore options for open space connections between the Main Parade 
Ground at the Main Post and central Crissy Field (Area B) as part of 
Doyle Drive's reconstruction. 

• Reconstruct Doyle Drive to preserve views to and from the bluffs and 
Main Post, and maximize views along Halleck Street, Tennessee Hollow, 
and from the Cavalry Stables. 

• Preserve the hollow at McDowell Avenue (where the Cavalry Stables are 
located) as a grassy, open clearing surrounded by forested steep slopes. 

• Protect and restore the ecological communities on the western bluffs. 

Guidelines for Circulation and Access 

• Maintain historic Mason Street as the primary east-west circulation spine 
at Crissy Field (Area B) and enhance pedestrian and bike access. 

• Enhance pedestrian connections to the Main Post, the Letterman complex, 
and the Cavalry Stables. 

• Enhance access with transit links to the rest of the Presidio and the city. 

• Consider establishing new parking areas for Crissy Field and Main Post 
visitors in locations that are unobtrusive yet readily accessible to activity 
areas. 

LETTERMAN 

Guideline for Spatial Organization and Land Pattern 

• Re-establish the active character of the historic hospital district by 
rehabilitating the Thornburgh Road/Gorgas Avenue buildings and 
restoring key open spaces. Consider compatible infill construction to 
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FORTSCOTT 

GuUielwe for Spatial Organization and Land Patterns 



APPENDIX B 

Presidio Trust Management Plan - Planning Principles and District Guidelines 

• Selectively remove non-historic trees and landscape features, consistent 
witli tlie Vegetation Management Plan ^ to re-establish views and Fort 
Scott's historic visual connection to the Golden Gate, San Francisco Bay, 
and the coast, 



• Protect and enliance Fort Scott's liistoric ensemble of buildings and 
landscapes. New uses should be compatible with the retreat-like character 

of Fort Scott. 

Guidelines for Buildings and Structures 

• Reliabilitale historic buildings at Fort Scott and maintain tlie integrity of 
existing historic clusters. 

• Allow infill construction only areas that are well removed from the 
historic parade ground. Avoid any construction that would adversely 
affect the surrounding liistoric forest, an important part of Fort Scott's 
visual setting. 

• Minimize disturbance of existing grades, avoid impacts on important 
views from the historic core, and ensure that new construction responds 
to the general scale and character of the district's buildings. Maximum 
building height should be between 30 feet to 45 feet. 

Guidelines for Open SpaceA^egetationA^iems 

• Restore the parade ground to its original configuration and re-establish it 
as the district's main gathering place. 

• Relocate the ball fields at the northern end of the parade ground and 
restore the historic parade ground to a gently sloping lawn. 

• Preserve and rehabilitate significant historic landscape features, including 
Ilie formal landscape adjacent to Wool Court. 

• Maintain and enliaiice low trees and shrubs to provide a buffer against 
Doj'Ie Drive. 



• Restore natural resources along Dragonfly Creek, as well as wetland and 
rare plant liabitat northeast of the Fort Scott parade ground. 

Guidelines for Circulation and Access 

• Clarify and simplify vehicular, bicycle, and pedestrian access to create 
clear and safe traffic patterns at Fort Scott. Maintain low-key access with 
primary emphasis on pedestrians and bicycles. 

• Establish safe, clear, and distinct access from Lincoln Boulevard into the 

district. 

• Provide pedestrian connections to adjacent residential clusters, including 
Nortii Fort Scott, and to coastal areas. Provide safe pedestrian and 
bicycle access to the Golden Gate Bridge. 

• Where possible, limit parking to smaller lots at the periphery of the built 
areas of Fort Scott. 

PUBLIC HEAL TH SER VICE HOSPITAL DISTRICT: 
RESIDENTIAL AND EDUCATIONAL COMMUNITY 

Guidelines for Spatial Organization and Land Patterns 

• Maintain the historic patterns of development, primarily on the lower 
plateau. The formal placement of buildings around open spaces and the 
definition of open space and streets tluough plantings should be retained. 
Infill construction should respect historic spatial relationships, scale, and 
orientation of buildings. 

• Enhance open space and preserve natural processes for a functioning 
ecological system on the upper plateau below the Nike Missile site. 
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APPENDIX B 

Presidio Trust Management Plan - Planning Principles and District Guidelines 



• Ensure that any replacement liousing reinforces and complements 
existing slreel jiatterns and conforms to existing contours, with no major 
regrading or leveling. 

• Ensure Ihal any replacenieni housing is responsive lo existing historic 
typologies. Garages and outbuildings, if inchided, should be located at the 
back of buildings, with access from existing alleys, where possible. 

• For building additions and replacement housing, ensure that building 
height, color, and materials are compatible with those of the adjacent 
historic cluster. Maximum building height should be between 25 feel to 

35 feet. 

Guidelmes for Open SpaceA^egetationA^iovs 

• Retain and reinforce the historic planting of slreetscapes in the East 
Housing district. Enhance neighborhood character through compatible 
landscape improvements. 

• Protect, restore, enhance, and monitor the Tennessee Hollow watershed 
by removing fill material and some non-historic housing, daylighling 
creeks, and restoring native plant communities. Maximize natural 
processes where feasible. 

• Protect wetlands and other natural resources by locating any replacement 
housing with sufficient offset buffers to minimize impacts and by 
maintaining appropriate setbacks for a parallel trail system. 

• Maintain historic views and view corridors. Manage vegetation on slopes 
below housing sites, public streets, and trails to maintain views out to the 
bay while protecting natural resources. Ensure that reforestation 
maintains views into the historic forest along Presidio Boulevard. 

Guidelines for Circulation and Access 

• Retain the historic road pattern in the East Housing district. Proposed 
future changes should use or expand on this pattern and its related system 

of alleys, parking, and garages. 



• Eliminate redundant road segments to limit road crossings of Tennessee 
Hollow. 

• Improve pedestrian connections among housing clusters, and between 
playing fields and other destinations throughout the Presidio. 

• Rehabilitate Lover's Lane as part of the Presidio-wide trail system. 

SOUTH HILLS DISTRICT: OUTDOOR RECREATION AND 
WOODLAND RETREA T 

Guideline for Spatial Organization and Land Patterns 

• Connect the Presidio's remnant ridgetop open space by restoring and 
rehabilitating native and forested landscapes and by removing non- 
historic housing. 

Guidelines for Buildings and Structures 

• Prohibit new construction in the South Hills, other than small structures 
lo serve the visitor and management needs of the park. 

• Locale required small structures (such as visitor bathrooms) to serve park 
users in a manner compatible in scale, massing, height, material, and 
color with the natural setting. 

• Remove supporting infrastructure, as feasible, as part of building 
demolition in those areas planned for ecological restoration. 

Guidelines for Open SpaceA''egetationA''iews 

• Carry out Vegetation Management Plan (VMP) provisions for 
rehabililaling and restoring the Presidio forest and native plant areas; 
pursue restoration of native plant communities where housing is removed 
along West Washington Boulevard. 
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APPENDIX C 

Contributing Features of the NHLD 







Year 






Year 


Building Number 


Building Name 


Built 


Building Number 


Building Name 


Built 


CrissyFieid 






1185 


Warehouse 


1917 


0603 


Photo Lab & Library 


1939 


1186 


Warehouse 


1917 


0631 


Aninumilion Magazine 


1935 


1187 


Warehouse 


1917 


0632 


Ammunilion Magazine 


1935 


1188 


Warehouse 


1917 


0633 


Ammunition Magazine 


1935 


East Housing 






0635 


Battery Bianey 


1901 


0001 


Command. Gen, Qrtrs. 


1943 


0636 


Battery Stierwood 


1900 


0510 


Officers Fam. Housing 


1940 


0640 


Aircraft Hangar 


1928 


0511 


Officers Fam. Housing 


1940 


0641 


Latrine 


1928 


0512 


Officers Fam. Housing 


1940 


0643 


Aircraft Hangar 


1923 


0513 


Officers Fam. Housing 


1940 


0650 


Sliilwell Hali 


1921 


0514 


Officers Fam. Housing 


1940 


0651 


Administration Buiiding 


1921 


0517 


Garage 


1942 


0652 


Transformer Vauit 


1921 


0530 


Officers Fam, Housing 


1940 


0654 


Guard House 


1921 


0531 


Officers Fam. Housing 


1940 


0661 


Cavairy Stables 


1913 


0532 


Officers Fam. Housing 


1940 


0662 


Cavalry Slables 


1914 


0533 


Officers Fam. Housing 


1940 


0663 


Cavalry Slables 


1914 


0534 


Officers Fam. Housing 


1940 


0667 


Cavalry Slables 


1914 


0535 


Officers Fam. Housing 


1940 


0668 


Cavalry Slables 


1914 


0536 


Officers Fam, Housing 


1940 


0669 


Post Incinerator 


1936 


0537 


Officers Fam, Housing 


1940 


0670 


Cable House 


1921 


0538 


Officers Fam. Housing 


1940 


0671 


Inflammable Material Storage Slied 


1939 


0539 


Officers Fam, Housing 


1940 


0680 


Electrical Substation 


1908 


0540 


Officers Fam, Housing 


1917 


0681 


Day Room 


1923 


0541 


Ofricers Fam, Housing 


1917 


0682 


Community Center 


1902 


0542 


Officers Fam, Housing 


1917 


0683 


Day Room 


1923 


0543 


Officers Fam, Housing 


1917 


0920 


Parachute Shop 


1921 


0544 


Officers Fam, Housing 


1917 


0922 


Transformer Vault 


1921 


0545 


Officers Fam, Housing 


1917 


0923 


Transformer Vault 


1921 


0546 


Officers Fam, Housing 


1917 


0926 


Aircraft Hangar 


1921 


0547 


Officers Fam, Housing 


1917 


0929 


Pump House 


1921 


0548 


Officers Fam, Housing 


1917 


0931 


Inflammable Materials Storage 


1921 


0549 


Officers Fam, Housing 


1917 


0933 


Aircraft Hangar 


1921 


0550 


Officers Fam. Housing 


1917 


0934 


Motor Maintenance Building 


1921 


0551 


Officers Fam. Housing 


1917 


0935 


Aero Maintenance Building 


1921 


0552 


Garage 


1939 


0936 


Transformer Vault 


1921 


0553 


Garage 


1939 


0937 


Aircraft Hangar 


1921 


0554 


Garage 


1939 


1182 


Warehouse 


1919 


0555 


Garage 


1939 


1183 


Warehouse 


1917 


0556 


Garage 


1939 


1184 


Warehouse 


1917 


0557 


Garage 


1939 



Note: Tliese ai'e contiilauting buildings on!v; f^or a full inventory of contnbuting features (including roads, landscape featui-es, 
etc.), please lefef to the 1993 NHL Update available at the Trust lihrarj'. 
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CotUribulhig Features of (he NHLD 







Year 






Year 


Building Number 


Building Name 


Built 


Building Number 


Building Name 


Built 


1216 


Enlisted Men's Barracl(s 


1912 


1287 


Battery Howe-Wagner 


1895 


1217 


Enlisted Men's Barracl^s 


1912 


1289 


Enlisted Family Housing 


1933 


1218 


Eniisted Men's Barracl<s Wilh Mess 


1912 


1290 


Enlisted Family Housing 


1933 


1219 


Quartermaster's Storehouse 


1912 


1291 


Officers' Family Housing 


1933 


1220 


Quartermaster's Office 


1918 


1293 


Officers' Family Housing 


1933 


1221 


Post Exchange Gas Station 


1945 


1294 


Enlisted Family Housing 


1933 


1221A 


Storage Shed 


unkn 


1295 


Enlisted Family Housing 


1933 


1224 


Fort Winfield Scott infirmary 


1912 


1297 


Enlisted Family Housing 


1933 


1225 


Post Exchange Storehouse 


1942 


1298 


Enlisted Family Housing 


1933 


1226 


Fori Winfieid Scott Gymnasium 


1911 


1299 


Log Cabin Community Center 


1937 


1227 


Quartermaster's Shop 


1917 


1300 


Officers' Family Housing 


1910 


1230 


Warehouse 


1918 


1301 


Detached Garage 


1940 


1231 


Biacl(smilh Shop 


1913 


1302 


Officers' Family Housing 


1902 


1233 


Post Paint Storehouse 


1933 


1303 


Detached Garage 


1940 


1237 


Day Room 


1942 


1304 


Officers' Family Housing 


1902 


1239 


Fort Winfieid Scott Post Office 


1942 


1305 


Garage 


1917 


1240 


Eniisted Famiiy Housing 


1918 


1307 


Detached Garage 


1918 


1241 


Warehouse 


1941 


1308 


Officers' Family Housing 


1910 


1242 


Warehouse 


1941 


1309 


Garage 


1941 


1243 


Warehouse 


1941 


1310 


Officers' Family Housing 


1910 


1245 


Inflammabie Storage Shed 


1918 


1311 


Detached Garage 


1920 


1246 


Detached Garage 


1941 


1313 


Detached Garage 


1917 


1247 


Detached Garage 


1941 


1314 


Officers' Family Housing 


1912 


1248 


Detached Garage 


1941 


1315 


Detached Garage 


1915 


1250 


Detached Garage 


1941 


1317 


Detached Garage 


1917 


1261 


Eniisted Famiiy Housing 


1909 


1319 


Detached Garage 


1917 


1262 


Eniisted Famiiy Housing 


1909 


1320 


Officers' Family Housing 


1910 


1263 


Eniisted Famiiy Housing 


1921 


1321 


Detached Garage 


1941 


1265 


Enlisted Famiiy Housing 


1909 


1322 


Officers' Family Housing 


1912 


1266 


Enlisted Family Housing 


1921 


1323 


Detached Garage 


1919 


1268 


Enlisted Family Housing 


1909 


1324 


Officers' Family Housing 


1910 


1270 


Enlisted Family Housing 


1921 


1325 


Detached Garage 


1941 


1272 


Enlisted Family Housing 


1912 


1326 


Officers' Family Housing 


1910 


1273 


Enlisted Family Housing 


1912 


1327 


Detached Garage 


1940 


1274 


Enlisted Family Housing 


1912 


1328 


Officers' Family Housing 


1910 


1275 


Enlisted Family Housing 


1933 


1330 


Barnard Hail (Officers' Quarters) 


1915 


1276 


Eniisted Family Housing 


1933 


1331 


Fort Winfield Scott Recreation Center 


1921 


1277 


Enlisted Famiiy Housing 


1933 


1332 


Officers' Family Housing 


1943 


1283 


Fire Control For Battery Wagner 


1895 


1334 


Officers' Family Housing 


1912 


1285 


Garage 


1933 


1335 


Detached Garage 


1921 



Note: Tliese fii-e contiibiuiiig buildings only; for :i full inventory of contiibuting features (including roads, landsciipe feaUires, 
etc.), please refer to the 1993 NHL Update available at the Trust libmr)'. 
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APPENDIX C 

Contributing Features of the NHLD 







Year 






Year 


Building Number 


Buildincj Name 


Built 


Buiidinq Number 


BuiidlngName 


Buiit 


0047 


Garage 


1940 


0204 


Exchange Store Admin. 


1896 


0048 


Garage 


1940 


0210 


Post Office 


1900 


0049 


Off. Club Admin. 


1882 


0218 


Fire St. 


1917 


0050 


Off. Club 


1800 


0220 


Garrisson Hdqrtr. 


1939 


0051 


Officers Fam. Housing 


1889 


0222 


Warehouse-Office 


1910 


0053 


H20 Pres. Sta. 


1910 


0223 


Warehouse-Office 


1897 


0056 


Officers Fam. Housing 


1885 


0224 


Flamable Storage 


1940 


0057 


Officers Fam. Housing 


1885 


0225 


Storehouse 


1910 


0058 


Officers Fam. Housing 


1885 


0227 


Warehouse 


1897 


0059 


Officers Fam. Housing 


1885 


0228 


Dry Clean, 


1909 


0064 


Officers Fam. Housing 


1885 


0229 


Bank Mach, 


1897 


0065 


Officers Fam. Housing 


1893 


0230 


Warehouse 


1917 


0067 


Main Telephone Ex, 


1919 


0325 


Officers Fam. Housing 


1910 


0086 


Enlisted Barracks 


1862 


0326 


Officers Fam, Housing 


1910 


0087 


Enlisted Barracks 


1862 


0327 


Officers Fam, Housing 


1910 


0095 


Amm. Magazine 


1863 


0328 


Officers Fam, Housing 


1910 


0097 


Red Cross 


1942 


0329 


Officers Fam, Housing 


1910 


0099 


Theater 


1939 


0330 


Officers Fam, Housing 


1910 


0100 


Mont. St. Barracks 


1909 


0331 


Officers Fam, Housing 


1910 


0101 


Mont. SI. Barracks 


1895 


0332 


Officers Fam, Housing 


1910 


0103 


Mont. SI. Barracks 


1895 


0333 


Officers Fam, Housing 


1910 


0104 


Mont, SI. Barracks 


1895 


0334 


Officers Fam, Housing 


1910 


0105 


Mont. Si. Barracks 


1895 


0335 


Officers Fam, Housing 


1910 


0106 


Mont. Si. Barracks 


1909 


0336 


Officers Fam, Housing 


1910 


0107 


Switching Sta. 


1911 


0337 


Officers Fam, Housing 


1910 


0108 


Storage 


1940 


0338 


Officers Fam, Housing 


1910 


0113 


Garage 


1940 


0339 


Officers Fam, Housing 


1910 


0116 


Sutler's Store 


1885 


0340 


Officers Fam, Housing 


1910 


0118 


Garage 


1940 


0341 


Officers Fam, Housing 


1910 


0122 


Community Center 


1904 


0342 


Officers Fam, Housing 


1910 


0123 


Garage 


1930 


0343 


Officers Fam, Housing 


1910 


0124 


Enl. Family Hsng. 


1909 


0344 


Officers Fam, Housing 


1910 


0125 


Enl, Family Hsng. 


1909 


0345 


Officers Fam, Housing 


1910 


0126 


Enl, Family Hsng. 


1909 


0375 


Detached Garage 


1939 


0127 


Enl. Family Hsng. 


1931 


0376 


Detached Garage 


1939 


0128 


Enl. Family Hsng. 


1931 


0377 


Detached Garage 


1939 


0129 


Enl. Family Hsng. 


1931 


0378 


Detached Garage 


1939 


0130 


Post Chapel 


1932 


0379 


Detached Garage 


1939 


0135 


NCO 


1949 


0380 


Detached Garage 


1939 


0201 


Exchange Store Admin. 


1896 









Note: These are contributing buildings only; for a full inventor\' of contributing features (including roads, landscape features, 
etc), please refer to the 1 993 NHL Update available at the Trust libraiy. 
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APPENDIX E 

Socioeconomic/Hoiising Supply 



Socioeconomic/Housing Supply Appendix Table 1: No Action 
(GMPA 2000) Employment Generation 





Employment 






Density 


No Action (GI^PA 




(sf/eniployee) 


2000) Total 


Land Use 


(a) 


Employment (b) 


Office 


350 


4,735 


Retail 


590 


310 


Industrial/Warehouse 


3,500 


142 


Infrastructure 


4.000 


21 


Lodging 


840 


431 


Conference 


840 


209 


Cultural/Educational 


1,200 


481 


r^lililary 








Recreational 


^ 


130 


Total 




6,459 


Existing Employment (2000) (c) 




2,020 


New No Action (GMPA 2000) 


4,439 


Employment 







Sources: Ttie Presidio Trust; Sedway Group; Bay Area Economics, 2002. 



Notes; 



(c) 
(d) 



Employee Densities from Presidio Trust Housing Model, 2001. 
Based on square footages in Housing Appendix Table 2: Employment 
Generating Land Uses 

Based on current leasing information from Presidio Tnjst. 
Numbers may not sum due to rounding. 
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APPENDIX E 
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SociQeconomic/Housing Supply Appendix Table 3: Employment Generation Analysis - Comparison to No Action Alternative (GMPA 2000) 



Land Use 



Employment 

Density 

(sf/smployee) (a) 



Number of Employees 



Final Final Plan Resource Sustalnable(b) Cultural Minimum 

Plan Variant Consolidation Community Destination Management 



Retail 

IndustrialAA/arehoLise 

Infrastructure 

Lodging 

Conference 

Cultural/Educational 

Military 

Recreational 

Parking Structure 

Residential 



3^0 
4,000 



1^ 


850 

10,000 





5,426 


5,426 


372 


182 


47 


29 


19 


24 


252 


152 


59 


76 


768 


546 








181 


190 














6,886 


6,626 


2,020 


2,020 


4,866 


4,606 


4,439 


4,439 


428 


167 



6,969 

377 

37 

13 
208 
185 
576 


136 







5,658 


5,846 


529 


407 


23 


38 


13 


13 


208 


407 


141 


130 


703 


796 








246 


202 














7,521 


7,840 


2,020 


2,020 


5,501 


5,820 


4,439 


4,439 


1,062 


1,381 



6895 

515 

133 

15 



29 

116 



121 







Total Employment (2020) 



3,480 



7,823 



Existing Employment (2000) (c) 

New Employment (2020-2000) 

(Total Employment Less Existing Employment) 

New No Action (GMPA 2000) Etiiployment (d) 

New Project Employment (e) 

(New Employment Less New No 

Actlon/GMPA 2000 Employment) 



2,020 
6,460 

4,439 

2,021 



2,020 
5,803 

4,439 

1,364 



Sources: The Presidio Trust; Sedway Group; Bay Area Economics, 2002. 
Notes: 

(a) Employee Densities from Sedway Group, 2001 . 

(b) Employment equals Square Footage by Land Use (From Housing Appendix Table 2: Employment Generating Land Uses) divided by Employment Density. 

(c) Existing Employment data are based on current Presidio leasing information, and do not use Employee Densities as a multiplication factor. Sedway Group, 2001 . 

(d) From Housing Appendix Table 1 : No Action (GMPA 2000) Employment Generation. Represents the change between 2000 employment and total No Action (GMPA 2000) employment in 2020. 

(e) Numbers may not sum due to rounding. 
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Socioeconomlc/Hoiising Supply Appendix Table 5: Distribution of Housing Impact - Comparison with No Action Alternativ e (GMPA 2000} 



Final Plan 



Final Plan Variant 



Resource 
Consolidation 



Sustainable 

Community 



Cultural Destination 



Mlnlmiiin 
Management 



Additional Household 
Demand in the HIA(a) 



(516) 



(358) 



929 



J3L 



(42) 



262 





% of All 
Commuters 




Final Plan 


Final Plan Variant 


Resource Consolidation 


Sustainable 


Community 


Cultural Destination 


Minimum Management 






% of New HH 




%ofNewHH 




%ofNewHH 




% of New 




% of New HH 




% of New 




to Richmond 




In 




in 




In 




HHIn 




in 




HHIn 


Superdlslricts 


Super- 




Super- 




Super- 




Super- 




Super- 




Super- 




Super- 


InHIA 


district (b) 


Number district (c) 


Number 


district (c) 


Number 


district (c) 


Number 


district (c) 


Number 


district (c) 


Number 


district (c) 


Downtown SF 


5.4% 


(26) 


-0.5% 


(19) 


-0.4% 


50 


0.9% 


(0) 


0.0% 


(2) 


0.0% 


14 


0.1% 


Richmond Dislrict 


31.7% 


(164) 


-6.3% 


(114) 


-4.3% 


294 


11.2% 


(1) 


0,0% 


(13) 


-0,5% 


83 


1.0% 


Mission Dislrict 


15.4% 


(79) 


-1.1% 


(55) 


-0,8% 


143 


2.0% 


(0) 


0,0% 


(?) 


■0.1% 


40 


0,2% 


Sunset Dislficl 


7,9% 


(41) 


-4.6% 


(28) 


-3,2% 


73 


8.3% 


(0) 


0.0% 


(3) 


-0.4% 


21 


0.7% 


DalyCily/SanSnjno 


8.1% 


(42) 


-0.5% 


(29) 


-0.4% 


75 


0,9% 


(0) 


0,0% 


(3) 


0.0% 


21 


0.1% 


San Mateo/Budlngame 


2.2% 


(11) 


-0.1% 


(8) 


■0.1% 


20 


0,2% 


(0) 


0,0% 


(1) 


0.0% 


6 


0,0% 


Hayward/San Leandro 


1.5% 


(7) 


-0.1% 


(5) 


0.0% 


13 


0,1% 


(0) 


0,0% 


(1) 


0.0% 


4 


0.0% 


Oakland/Alameda 


4.4% 


(23) 


-0.4% 


(16) 


-0.3% 


41 


0.7% 


(0) 


0,0% 


(2) 


0.0% 


12 


0.1% 


Berkeley/Albany 


1.4% 


(7) 


-0.2% 


(5) 


-0.0% 


13 


0,4% 


(0) 


0,0% 


(1) 


0.0% 


4 


0.0% 


Richniond/EI Cerrito 


2.3% 


(12) 


-0.1% 


(8) 


-0.1% 


22 


0,2% 


(0) 


0,0% 


(1) 


0.0% 


6 


0.0% 


Concord/Martinez 


1,6% 


(8) 


-0.1% 


(6) 


0.0% 


15 


0,1% 


(0) 


0.0% 


(1) 


0.0% 


4 


0.0% 


Vallejo/Benicia 


1,2% 


(6) 


-0.1% 


(4) 


0,0% 


11 


0,1% 


(0) 


0,0% 


(0) 


0.0% 


3 


0.0% 


Fairfield/Vacaville 


1.2% 


(6) 


0.0% 


(4) 


0.0% 


It 


0,0% 


(0) 


0.0% 


(1) 


0.0% 


3 


0.0% 


Novate 


0.7% 


(3) 


-0.1% 


(2) 


-0.1% 


6 


0.2% 


(0} 


0,0% 


(0) 


0.0% 


2 


0.0% 


San Rafael 


2,3% 


(12) 


-0.2% 


(8) 


-0.2% 


2f 


0.4% 


(0) 


0.0% 


(1) 


0.0% 


6 


0,0% 


Mill Valley/Saiisalilo 


3,2% 


(16) 


-0,6% 


(it) 


-0.4% 


29 


1,08% 


(0) 


0,0% 


(1) 


0.0% 


8 


0.1% 


Total (c) 


90.3% 


(466) 




(324) 




839 




(3) 




(36) 




236 




Remaining Households 




























Residing Outside the HIA 


9.7% 


(50) 




(35) 




90 




(0) 




(4) 




25 




Sources: The Presidio Trust 


Metropolitan Transportation Commission, Commuter Forecasts for the San Francisco Bay Area 


1990-2020; Metropolitan Transportation Commission, Superdlstricl and County 


Summaries of A6AG 


Projections, 2000; Bay Area Economics 


2002. 

























Notes: 

(a) From Table 41a, Section 4.4.4 in the Final EIS Volume I; Presidio Housing Impact Analysis. 

(b) From Table 16, Section 3.4.2 in the Final EIS Volume I: Definition o( Housing Impact Area. 

(c) Bet^veen 2000 and 2020, 
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Socioeconomlc/Housing Supply Appendix Table 7: Presidio Housing Impact ■ Comparison with 2Q0Q 



Alternative 

No Action {GMPA 2000) 

Final Plan 

Final Plan Variant 

Resource Consolidation 

Sustainable Community 

Cuilural Destination 

Minimum Management 

Sources: The Presidio Tmst; Metropoiitan Transportation Commission, Superdistrict and County Summaries of ABAG 
Projections, 2000; Bay Area Economics, 2002. 









Additional 


New 


New 




Houseliold 


Employment 


Houseliold 


Net New 


Demand in 


(a) 


Demand (b) 


Supply (c) 


HIA (d) 


4,439 


2,840 


(611) 


3,451 


4,866 


3,114 


179 


2,935 


4,606 


2,947 


(146) 


3,093 


6,460 


4,133 


(247) 


4,380 


5,501 


3,520 


72 


3,448 


5,820 


3,724 


315 


3,409 


5,803 


3,713 





3,713 



Notes: 



(c) 
(d) 



From Housing Appendix Table 3: Employment Generation Analysis. 

New Household Demand equals New Employment divided by Employed Residents per Household for the Bay Area in 

2020:1.563 

From Housing Appendix Table 6: Projected Presidio Single-Family and Multifamily Housing Supply - Comparison to 2000. 

Additional Household Demand in HIA equals New Household Demand minus Net New Supply. 



HIA = Housing Impact Area, as def ned by Affected Environment Table 16: Definition of Housing Impact Area. 
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Socioecoiiomlc/Housing Supply Appendix Table 9; Total 
Housing Demand Analysis 



Alternative 



Total 
Employment (a) 



Total 

Housing 

Demand (b) 



No Action (GMPA 2000) 


6,459 


4,132 


Final Plan 


6.886 


4,406 


Final Plan Variant 


6,626 


4,239 


Resource Consolldalion 


8,480 


5,425 


Sustainable Community 


7.521 


4,812 


Cultural Destination 


7,840 


5.016 


Minimum Management 


7,823 


5,005 



Sources: ABAG Projections 2000; The Presidio Trust; Bay Area 
Economics, 2001. 

Notes: 

(a) From Housing Appendix Table 3: Employment Generation 
Analysis. 

(b) Total Household Demand equals Total Employment divided fay 
Employed Residents per Household for the Say Area in 2020 
(1.563). 
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Schools Appendix Table 1: PTMP Public School Enrollment Estimates Data Sources (a, b, c, d) 
San Francisco Population Age 5-17 



Age 



1994 



1995 



1996 



1997 



1998 



1999 



Source: BayArea Economics, 2001, 
Notes: 



(a) 1994-2000 Average San Francisco Population Age 5-10: 5.6% 

(b) 1994-2000 Average San Francisco Population Age 11-13: 2.8% 

(c) 1994-2000 Average San Francisco Population Age 14-17: 3.8% 

(d) Source: Woods & Poole Economics, Inc. 

(e) Source: California Department of Education, Education Demographics Unit. 

(f) Average SFUSDEnrollment1994-2000ForSFPopulalion Age5-17: 69.3% 



2000 



5 


7,070 


7,480 


7,750 


7,600 


7,210 


6,890 


6,710 


6 


6,630 


6.800 


7,240 


7,420 


7,240 


6,910 


6,630 


7 


6,280 


6,490 


6,710 


7,050 


7,190 


7,040 


6,760 


8 


5.930 


5,940 


6,180 


6,300 


6,590 


6,780 


6,640 


9: 


6,490 


6,500 


6,560 


6,750 


6,830 


7,150 


7,340 


10 


6,580 


6,730 


6,790 


6,750 


6,900 


7,000 


7,300 


11 


6,880 


6,740 


6,950 


6,910 


6,820 


7,050 


7,130 


12 


6,840 


6,840 


6,760 


6,870 


6,770 


6,730 


6,940 


13 


6,810 


6,990 


7,040 


6,860 


6,920 


6,900 


6,870 


14 


6,640 


6,750 


6,990 


6,940 


6,710 


6,840 


6,840 


15 


6,560 


6,920 


7,100 


7,240 


7,130 


6.840 


6,990 


16 


6,520 


6,770 


7,200 


7,270 


7,340 


7,340 


7,060 


17 


6,820 


6,810 


7,130 


7,620 


7,860 


7,740 


7,750 


Total 5-17 


86,050 


87,760 


90,400 


91,580 


91,510 


91,210 


90,960 


Total Population 


729,140 


730,660 


735,310 


740,620 


745,780 


745.510 


744,570 


Total All Ages 


729,140 


730,660 


735,310 


740,620 


745,780 


745,510 


744,570 


% 5 - 10 


5.3% 


5.5% 


5,6% 


5.7% 


5.6% 


5.6% 


5,6% 


%11-13 


2,8% 


2,8% 


2,8% 


2.8% 


2,8% 


2,8% 


2.8% 


%14-17 


3.6% 


3.7% 


3,9% 


3,9% 


3,9% 


3.9% 


3.8% 



San Francisco Unified School District Enrollment (e) 








Grade 1994 1995 1996 1997 
K-12 62,579 62,293 62,830 62,149 
Percent of San Francisco Children Aqe 5-17 Enrolled In SFUSD (f) 


1998 

61,950 


1999 

62,101 


2000 

62,041 


Grade 1994 1995 1996 1997 
K-12 72.7% 71.0% 69.5% 67,9% 


1998 

67.7% 


1999 

68,1% 


2000 

68,2% 
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APPENDIX G 

















Tronspoitotion 


Transportation Appendix Table 1: Weekday 


AM Peak Hour Person Trips by Mode by Planning District 










No Action 




Final Plan 


Resource 


Sustainable 


Cultural 


Minimum 




(GMPA 2000) 


Final Plan 


Variant 


Consolidation 


Community 


Destination 


Management 


Main Post, Crissy Fleid, Cavairy Stables 














Auto Person Trips 


1,889 


2,020 


1,566 


2,288 


2,587 


2,351 


2,867 


Inbound 


1,403 


1,522 


1,200 


1,777 


1,909 


1,794 


1,991 


Outbound 


486 


498 


366 


510 


678 


557 


877 


Transit Person Trips 


479 


669 


536 


763 


824 


784 


545 


Inbound 


361 


512 


415 


597 


620 


602 


m 


Outbound 


118 


156 


121 


166 


205 


182 


m 


Bike/Ped/Other Person Trips 


438 


584 


452 


637 


713 


694 


m 


Inbound 


319 


439 


342 


486 


520 


522 


m 


Outbound 


120 


145 


110 


151 


192 


173 


160 


Total Person Trips 


2,807 


3,273 


2,553 


3,687 


4,123 


3,829 


3,940 


Inbound 


2,083 


2,474 


1,957 


2,861 


3,049 


2,917 


2,752 


Outbound 


724 


799 


596 


826 


1,074 


911 


1,188 


Total Vehicle Trips 


1,593 


1,614 


1,295 


1,907 


2,089 


1,926 


2,403 


Inbound 


1,215 


1,239 


1,014 


1,512 


1,578 


1,500 


1,727 


Outbound 


378 


376 


281 


395 


510 


426 


676 


Letterman 
















Auto Person Trips 


1,398 


1,700 


1,620 


2,184 


1,754 


1,876 


1,560 


Inbound 


1,166 


1,290 


1,308 


1,759 


1,340 


1,353 


1,293 


Outbound 


231 


411 


312 


425 


414 


523 


267 


Transil Person Trips 


343 


473 


448 


658 


484 


538 


364 


Inbound 


285 


351 


361 


531 


366 


374 


301 


Outbound 


58 


122 


87 


127 


118 


164 


m 


Blke/Ped/Other Person Trips 


334 


464 


427 


596 


471 


525 


353 


Inbound 


276 


343 


341 


474 


352 


364 


291 


Outbound 


58 


121 


86 


122 


119 


161 


m. 


Total Person Trips 


2,075 


2,637 


2,495 


3,438 


2,709 


2,939 


2,277 


Inbound 


1,727 


1,984 


2,010 


2,763 


2,058 


2,091 


1,885 


Outbound 


348 


653 


485 


674 


651 


848 


392 


Total Vehicle Trips 


1,090 


1,295 


1,262 


1,773 


1,339 


1,440 


1,243 


Inbound 


912 


986 


1.027 


1,444 


1,030 


1.040 


1,034 


Outbound 


178 


309 


235 


330 


309 


399 


209 


Fort Scott 
















Auto Person Trips 


357 


527 


633 


561 


549 


534 


486 


Inbound 


235 


309 


444 


374 


383 


318 


265 
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